REMARKS 



Interview Summary 

Applicants appreciate the courtesy extended by the Examiner in holding a telephone 
interview with the undersigned on 1/27/08. In the interview, the Examiner stated that since the 
claimed telephone is first introduced as a "wireless telephone", each subsequent occurrence of 
"telephone" in the claim must preceded by the word "wireless" for proper antecedent basis. This 
Amendment amends claims 50 and 54 accordingly. 

Other issues discussed in the interview are included in the following remarks. 

Independent Claim 50 

Claim 50 recites "a wireless telephone configured to automatically adjust the power level of 
its output signal based on whether a headset is connected to the wireless telephone." 

In contrast, the cited section (col. 12, line 49 to col. 13, line 12 and Fig. 13) from Johansson 
does not disclose connecting a headset to a telephone as claimed, much less adjusting output power 
based on it as claimed. That section of Johansson instead discloses two wireless headsets 1300A, 
1300B that communicate wirelessly with each other. 

In the interview, the Examiner explained that his rejection is based on his broad 
interpretation of the claim phrase "a headset is connected to the wireless telephone" to read 
Johansson's two headsets wirelessly communicating with each other. 

The undersigned responded (in the interview) that the Examiner's interpretation of the claim 
phrase "a headset is connected to the wireless telephone" is unreasonable in view of its commonly 
understood meaning, especially in view of the specification: 

"The 'HEADSET Connection' use mode refers to the scenario where there is a portable 
headset connected to the mobile wireless device while using mobile wireless device as a 
wireless voice communication device." (published application, [0028]) 

Furthermore, even according to the Examiner's overly broad interpretation of the claim 
phrase "a headset is connected to the wireless telephone" (to read on Johansson's two headsets 
wirelessly communicating with each other), Johansson still does not adjust signal strength "based on 
whether a headset is connected" as claimed. Johansson instead bases it on measured strength of 
the received signal, as the cited passage from Johansson states: 
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"[T]here is illustrated two wireless headsets in communication with each other . . . [T]he 
received signal strength indicator 1300B measures the strength of the received signal. The 
strength of the signal received from the wireless headset 81 OA can be used to control the output 
power of transceiver 830B . . . Therefore, the output power of each transceiver 830A and 830B 
can be adjusted based on the strength of the signal transmitted by the other wireless headset 
..." (Johansson, col. 12, lines 49 to col. 13, line 15) 

The Examiner concluded he would reconsider the rejection based on the undersigned's 
explanation. 

Independent Claim 54 

Claim 54 recites "a wireless telephone configured to automatically adjust the power level of 
its output signal based on whether the wireless telephone is in speakerphone mode." 

In contrast, the cited section (col. 12, line 49 to col. 13, line 12 and Fig. 13) of Johansson 
does not mention "speakerphone mode", much less adjusting output power based on it as claimed. 
Johansson instead discloses two wireless headsets 1300A, 1300B that wirelessly communicate with 
each other. 

In the interview, the Examiner explained that his rejection was based on his broad 
interpretation of the claim term "speakerphone mode" to mean the telephone (like all telephones) has 
an earphone held against the user's ear. 

The undersigned responded (in the interview) that the Examiner's interpretation of the claim 
term "speakerphone" is inconsistent with its dictionary definition 1 and its commonly understood 
meaning, especially in view of the specification: 

"For example, a wireless device might start with one power configuration, but dynamically 
changes to another when the user pulls out the antenna, places the device close to his head, 
or switches to speaker phone." (published application, [0038]) 

Furthermore, even according to the Examiner's improper interpretation of "speakerphone 
mode", Johansson does not disclose the limitation of adjusting output signal power "based on 
whether the wireless telephone is in speakerphone mode" as claimed. Johansson bases it instead 
on measured strength of the received signal, as indicated by the block quote above. 

The Examiner concluded he would reconsider his rejection based on the undersigned's 
explanation. 



dictionary.com defines "speakerphone" as "... containing] both a loudspeaker and a microphone, allowing 
several persons to participate in a call at the same time without the telephone receiver being held." 
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Dependent Claims 51-53 and 55-57 

The remaining claims depend from base claims that are explained above to be patentable 
over the prior art. The limitations that they add to the base claims distinguish them further from the 
prior art. 

The application is therefore now in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mitchell Rose, (Reg. No. 47,906) 
JONES DAY 
901 Lakeside Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
2/9/09 (216)586-7094 
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